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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-28 are presented for examination. 



2. 



The IDS submitted on 8/14/2006 is considered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 2, 4, 8, 10-13, 15, 19, 21, 23 and 27 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Baker et al (hereinafter Baker), US 5,678,041 . 

5. Baker is cited in the previous office action. 

6. As per claim 2, Baker taught the invention as claimed including an active information 
model for an enterprise comprising: 



a. At least one personal information portal wherein the personal information portal 
indicates an individual within the enterprise (col.4 5 lines 17-34) and comprises: 
i. A storage mechanism configured to store information and a role of the 
individual wherein the role indicates first relationships of the individual 
with sources of the information and with at least one function that the 
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individual performs within the enterprise (col. 4, lines 17-34, col. 5, lines 
45-65, col.6, lines 4-23); and 
ii. An active agent configured to retrieve the role from the storage 

mechanism, exchange the information with the storage mechanism and the 
sources of the information based on the role, and process the information 
based on the role (col.3, lines 15-18, col.4, lines 17-67, col. 5, lines 1-27, 
45-65, col.6, lines 4-12). 

7. As per claim 13, Baker taught the invention as claimed including a method of operating 
an active information model for an enterprise wherein the active information model comprises at 
least one personal information portal that indicates an individual within the enterprise (col.4, 
lines 17-34), the method comprising: 

a. Storing a role of the individual in a storage mechanism within the personal 
information portal wherein the role indicates first relationships of the individual 
with sources of information and functions that the individual performs within the 
enterprise (col.4, lines 17-34, col.5, lines 45-65, col.6, lines 4-23); 

b. In an active agent included within the personal information portal, retrieving the 
role of the individual from the storage mechanism (col.4, lines 17-34, col.5, lines 
15-24, 45-65, col.6, lines 4-12); 

c. In the active agent, exchanging the information with the storage mechanism and 
the sources of the information based on the role (col.3, lines 15-18, col.4, lines 
17-67, col.5, lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6, lines 4-12); and 
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d. In the active agent, processing the information based on the role (col.4, lines 17- 
67, col.5, lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6, lines 4-12). 

8. As per claim 21, Baker taught the invention as claimed including a software product for 
operating an active information model for an enterprise wherein the active information model 
comprises at least one personal information portal that indicates an individual within the 
enterprise and comprises a storage mechanism and an active agent (col.4, lines 17-34), the 
software product comprising: 

a. Active agent software operational when executed by a processor to direct the 
processor to retrieve a role from the storage mechanism, exchange information 
with the storage mechanism and sources of the information based on the role, and 
process the information based on the role wherein the role indicates first 
relationships of the individual with the sources of the information and functions 
that the individual performs within the enterprise (col.3, lines 15-18, col.4, lines 
17-67, col.5, lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6, lines 4-12, 49-67); and 

b. A software storage medium operational to store the active agent software (a 
storage medium is essential for storing software). 

9. As per claims 4, 15 and 23, Baker taught the invention as claimed in claims 2, 13 and 21. 
Baker further taught wherein the role indicates second relationships between elements in the 
information (col.4, lines 17-67, col.5, lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6, lines 4-12). 
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10. As per claims 8, 19 and 27, Baker taught the invention as claimed in claims 2, 13 and 21 . 
Baker further taught wherein the active agent is configured to establish connections with the 
sources of the information based on the role (col.4, lines 17-34, col.5, lines 15-24, 45-65, col.6, 
lines 4-12). 

11. As per claim 1 0, Baker taught the invention as claimed in claim 2. Baker further taught 
wherein the active agent comprises a provider interface configured to exchange information 
between the active agent and the source of information (fig.3: processor and network resources 
communication; col.3, lines 15-18, col.4, lines 17-67, col.5, lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6 5 lines 4-12, 
49-67, col.7, lines 1-50; It is inherently to include an interface for exchanging information 
between two devices). 

12. As per claim 1 1 , Baker taught the invention as claimed in claim 2. Baker further taught 
wherein the active agent comprises a consumer interface configured to establish connections 
with the sources of the information based on the role (fig. 3: processor and network resources 
communication; col.3, lines 15-18, col.4, lines 17-67, col,5, lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6, lines 4-12, 
49-67, col.7, lines 1-50; It is inherently to include an interface for communication between two 
devices). 

13. As per claim 12, Baker taught the invention as claimed in claim 2. Baker further taught 
wherein the active agent comprises an execute interface configured to exchange and process the 
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information based on the role (col. 3, lines 15-18, col.4, lines 17-67, col.5, lines 1-27, 45-65, 
col.6, lines 4-12, 49-67, col.7, lines 3-50; fig.4-6). 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C.. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subj ect matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

15. Claims 1, 3, 5-7, 9, 14, 16-18, 20, 22, 24-26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Baker et al (hereinafter Baker), US 5,678,041, in view of Davis et al 
(hereinafter Davis), US 5,937,388. 

16. Davis was cited in the previous office action. 

17. As per claim 1, Baker taught the invention substantially as claimed including an active 
information model comprising: 

a. At least one personal information portal having access to an active engine, an 
information service, and a persistent storage service (col.4, lines 17-67, col.5, 
lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6, lines 4-23), 
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b. Said active engine associated with a datasource, and a relation; said active agent 
being related to an individual's role within at least one enterprise (col.3, lines 15- 
18, col.4, lines 17-67, col.5, lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6, lines 4-12), 

c. Said relation associated with a rule and an association (col.3, lines 15-18, col.4, 
lines 17-67, col,5, lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6 5 lines 4-12), 

d. Said datasource associated with a category (col.4, lines 44-67, col.6, lines 57-61). 



18. Baker did not specifically teach that the active engine to associate with a workflow, said 
workflow associated with a command and an action, Davis taught an active engine associated 
with a workflow wherein commands and actions can be issued (col.3, lines 7-15, col.4, lines 15- 

19, 37-40, 47-57, col.5, lines 15-48, col.7, lines 24-26, 32-40) and that the datasource is 
associated with a category (col.4, lines 27-32, col.8, lines 15-17, col.17, lines 6-1 1). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Baker and Davis because Davis' teaching of workflow and data 
categorization would enhance the workflow in Baker's more effectively (Davis, col.17, lines 6- 
11). 

19. As per claims 3, 14 and 22, Baker taught the invention substantially as claimed in claims 
2, 13 and 21. Baker did not specifically teach wherein the role further comprises a plurality of 
categories of the sources of the information wherein the categories define access to and treatment 
of the information. Davis taught to categorized sources in the datasource defining access to and 
treatment of the information to provide more effective workflow processing (col.4, lines 27-32, 
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col. 8, lines 15-17, col. 17, lines 6-1 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Baker and Davis because 
Davis' teaching of workflow and data categorization would enhance the workflow in Baker's 
more effectively (Davis, col. 17, lines 6-11). 

20. As per claims 5, 16 and 24, Baker taught the invention substantially as claimed in claims 
2, 13 and 21. Baker did not specifically teach wherein the role comprises workflow that 
indicates movement of the information between the sources. Davis taught to comprise workflow 
that indicates movement of the information between the sources (col.l , lines 51-56, col. 5, lines 
15-48, 56-67, col.6, lines 1-6, 44-54, col.7, lines 24-26, 32-40). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
Baker and Davis because Davis' teaching of workflow management and process help to process 
Baker's method to perform workflow control, monitoring data exchanging and security (Davis, 
col.l, lines 51-56). 

21. As per claims 6, 17 and 25, Baker and Davis taught the invention as claimed in claims 5, 
16 and 24. Davis further taught wherein the workflow comprises a plurality of commands that 
move the information between the sources (col. 3, lines 7-15, col.4, lines 15-19, 37-40, 47-57, 
col.5, lines 15-48, col.7, lines 24-26, 32-40). 

22. As per claims 7, 18 and 26, Baker and Davis taught the invention as claimed in claims 5, 
16 and 24. Davis further taught wherein the workflow comprises a plurality of actions that 
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modifies the information (col.2, lines 37-39, col. 3, lines 7-15, col.4, lines 15-19, 37-40, 47-57, 
col.5, lines 15-48, col.7, lines 24-26, 32-40). 

23. As per claims 9, 20 and 28, Baker taught the invention as claimed in claims 2, 13 and 21 . 
Baker did not specifically teach wherein the active agent is configured to log events that the 
active agent has performed in the storage mechanism. Davis taught a workflow management 
system with active agent keeping logs of the actions performed in storage (col.2, lines 42-44, 
col.7, lines 41-45, 55-62). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Baker and Davis because Davis' 
teaching of logging the events helps Baker's method to prevent workflow restart when system or 
workflow failures occur (Davis, col.7, lines 41-45). 

Response to Arguments 

24. Applicant's arguments filed 8/14/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

25. In the remark, applicant argued (1) Baker does not teach "a role of the individual", 
"wherein the role indicates first relationships of the individual with sources of the information 
and with at least one function that the individual performs within the enterprise". (2) Baker does 
not teach "wherein the role indicates second relationships between elements in the information" 
(3) Baker does not teach "interface" and examiner fails to show why it is inherent. 
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26. Examiner traverse the arguments: 

As to point (1), Baker taught to that use a user clearance code which indicate the user roles 
(rating class or classes of network resources that a given user terminal is allowed to access (i.e.; 
unlimited access; restricted use of URLs... ), col.4, lines 17-34, col.5, lines 45-65) and that role 
indicates first relationships of the individual with sources of the information (network resources 
that a given user terminal is allowed to access) and with at least one function that the individual 
performs within the enterprise (requesting URLs, col.6, lines 4-23). 

As to point (2), since the claims fail to define what type of relationship between the elements in 
the information is with the role, Baker's teaching of stored list of user identification codes, with 
user clearance code, categorized network resources that the user is able to access, restrictive list 
stored in the database forms various relationships since they are all in association of each other 
(col.4, lines 17-67, col.5, lines 1-27, 45-65, col.6, lines 4-12). 

As to point (3), the term "interface" by definition computing field is defined as: equipment or 
programs designed to communicate information form one system of computing devices or 
programs to another; or any arrangement of such communication. Microsoft computer 
dictionary also define "interface" to be: The point at which a connection is made between two 
elements so that they can work with each other or exchange information. Since Baker taught to 
establish connections, exchange and process information (see fig. 3 system connections), it is 
inherent for Baker's teaching to include "equipments or program or any arrangement of such 
communication" in order to communicate information from one system to another. Furthermore, 
Baker taught that the users must enter password to identify themselves (see col.7, lines 5-6), it is 
inherent that there must be provided some input template/area/command prompt/control panel 
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for one to enter the password or submit request. Baker's figures 4-6 are graphical user interface 
for one to enter request and exchange information. 



Conclusion 

27. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

28. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenny Lin whose telephone number is (571) 272-3968. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM to 5 PM Tue.-Fri. and every other Monday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

ksl 

October 10, 2006 




